Dear Charles, ^/iti/yi 

Joe Coulden's "Pit to Print: k.l\. Rosenthal and hi3 (Hew York) Times" has a number 
of defects but despite them I believe it is a worthwhile book for studnets in Communi- 
cations in particular and for those, especially in political science, who have no know- 
ledge of liow the major media really works. I give it to you via Jerry, who nay or twy 
not read it first. 

I used to know Coulden and I knew and had some dealings with a few of the reporters, 
bureau chiefs and one of the higher-level editors ho mentions. Vo a slight degree this is 
reflected in my files. Dome correspondence und perhaps copies of articles are included. 

Two of the reporters he mentions more than others, Wendell Rawls and John Crewdson 
spit some time here and each, it happens, plumed me in exasperation asking if I could 
provide tlieu with enough information to get them relieved of assignments that appeared 
to be futile assigned by or on behalf od Rosenthal, rather wild notions. I was able to 
do tliis for them. Both also used me as a source on the House Select Committee on assassi- 
nations. 

Coulden was one of two newspapers reporters who wrote storios about the allegation 
that moo Harvey Oswald had been connected with the PHI. (/The other, Lohfaie Hudkins, now 
with the Buffalo LVening News, remains a friend.) 

One of the defects of this book is tliat Coulden indulges whatjfew inexperienced and 
informed readers will bo able to perceive^ his own politics, of the right. The farthur 
*1 got into tlie book the more apparent this became. I finally made a few notes on some 
of tliis. He is quite unfair, for example, to both Harrison Salisbury and Hedrick Smith, 
both liberal ut least compared with him. To a leaser degree this is true of Tom Wicker. 

When Wicker was Washington bureau chief he read the manuscript of my first book, 
liked it and sent it to Salisbury, wlu> also liked it, but neither asked if the Times 
could use any of it. Later Solisbuiy assembled four reporters to talk to me and then ta 
check tho manuscript of my second book. I rociembor Peter Kihsu and Cene Roberts. ”liis 
came to nothing because, as Kills s told me. Gene Roberts had gone to the .archives and had 
not been able to locate the records 1 used. This clearly represented what another -iines 
reporter, the late liartin Waldron, also a friend, had told me hap.iened at the 'fines, 
internal sabotaging of projects someone with influence didn't like. That copy of the 
manuscript Salisbury muiled back to me never reached me. x t also had not been returned 
to him. I asked him. (Roberts became the successful editor of the Philadelphia Inquirer.) 

The nonsensical assignment both Rawls and Crewdson had related to the King assassi- 

nation. 

I believe that despite his indulgence of his own prejudices Coulden's book is a 
depenable account of the inner workings of the country's most important newspaper. I 
do not know of any other source as detailed and as dependable for students. 


